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ANOTHER YALTA? 


The big question in Wash- 
ington now is: Are we getting 
ready for another Yalta? 
Yalta, as you know, was one 
of those summit meetings at 
which so many terrible surr- 
enders were made to the rulers 
of Red Russia. 

I know it is hard to be- 
lieve that today’s leaders 
could make the same mistakes 
all over again. But if you 
look behind the Washington 
scene, you see strange things 
going on. There was an import- 
ant factor in the surrenders 
made to Russia by the late 


President Roosevelt. He and 
many of his advisers were, to 
put itmildly, soft on commun- 
ism. Whether this was due to 
ignorance, stupidity, or 
actual sympathy with commun- 
ism is beside the point. The 
point is that the surrenders 
were made. 

Now, buried under the hull- 
abaloo over Khrushchev’s 
recent visit, was the news 
that Mr. Eisenhower has a new 
adviser. He will accompany 
the President to any future 
meetings with Khrushchev. His 
name is Charles E. Bohlen. He 








is brought back from the 
Philippines, where he was 
ambassador, to a special post 
in the State Department. The 
excuse is that he speaks 
Russian. But the President 
had an Under Secretary of 
State - Mr. Robert D. Murphy- 
who also speaks Russian. 

What’s so strange about 
this? Well, Mr. Murphy is not 
a be-kind-to-communists man, 
so he has been shifted to an 
ambassadorial post. But Mr. 
Bohlen, Ike’s new adviser, 
was a close adviser to Roose- 
velt and Truman at the infan- 
ous Yalta, Teheran and Potsdam 
meetings. It was at those 
meetings that the surrenders 
were made which has the world 
in such a fix today. 

The leaders of Mr. Eisen- 
hower’s own party in the 
Senate were angry when they 
heard Mr. Bohlen might be re- 


turned to the inner circles. 
They went to the President 
and objected. They remembered 
that they had had to swallow 
Mr. Bohlen once before. Short- 
ly after Ike came to power, he 
named Bohlen as his Ambassad- 
or to Russia in spite of his 
record with the previous 
administrations. And the Sen- 
ate leaders recalled that in 
the hearings on his confirma- 
tion, Mr. Bohlen had stoutly 
defended the Yaltaand Potsdam 
agreements. This is why they 
were troubled and angry about 
his being brought close to 
the President again. So what 
has the President done? He 
has named Bohlen to a post 
which does not require Senate 
confirmation — and he will be 
at Ike’s elbow when he con- 
fers further withthe ruthless 
Red boss. 


THE BE-KIND-TO-REDS LINE 


Now.that things have had a 
chance to simmer down after 
Boss Khrushchev’s visit, 
there are observers in Wash- 
ington who think that what we 
really need is a close scru- 
tiny of the American State 
Department. The State Depart- 
ment has been operating 
without such scrutiny ever 
since the smear-bund went to 


work on the late Senator Joe 
McCarthy. Unhappily, there 
are few men in the House or 
Senate who want to risk the 
calumny which Senator Mc- 
Carthy had to take when he 
was exposing un-American 
forces in the government. I 
am not saying that the State 
Department is permeated with 
as much pro-communist sympathy 
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as it was back in the days of 
Roosevelt and Truman. I don’t 
know whether it is or not. 
Perhaps it is not so much 
pro-communist sympathy as the 
modern “ liberal” notion that 
we must be kind to Reds - 
that we must do everything in 
our power to get along sweet- 
ly and lovingly with them. 
But knowing how the communists 
operate, you can imagine what 
pushovers for their aims these 
so-called “liberals” could be. 

There is no doubt whatever 
that there has been a definite 
change in State Department 
policy since the death of 
John Foster Dulles. Mr. Dull- 
es, as you recall, was for a 
long time part of the be-kind- 
to-communists clique in 
Washington. But eventually, 


as was inevitable - since he 
was an intelligent man — he 
learned that it is impossible 
to be kind to communists; 
that the only thing they un- 
derstand is a strong attitude 
and stubborn adherence to 
what we believe is right. In 
every instance, once they 
realized we meant what we 
said, the Reds backed down. 

But Mr. Dulles is with us 
no longer. And, unfortunately, 
because he had once been too 
close to the be-kind-to-com- 
munists group in the State 
Department, he was not as 
ruthless as he should have 
been in cleaning them out. As 
a result, many of them are 
still there. Then, following 
Mr. Dulles’ final illness, 
the President named Mr. 
Christian Herter as Secretary 
of State. Mr. Herter, like 
Mr. Dulles, may learn some- 
time about the Reds. But by 
the time he does, it may be 
too late. The events of the 
past few months indicate that 
he is the same Mr. Herter who 
once said we should give our 
money away to nations all 
over the world - and should 
demand nothing in return. He 
even suggested at one time 
that we team up with Commun- 
ist Russia to spend money in 
so-called underdeveloped na- 
tions. So you see, Mr. Herter 








is hardly the man to resist 
the blandishments of the be- 
kind-to-Russia boys with which 


our State Department is still 
honeycombed. He perhaps thinks 
a bit too much as they do. 


WHO LOOKS OUT FOR AMERICA? 


Maybe all this would not 
be too important if we had a 
President who’ was thoroughly 
clear in his own mind about 
American principles - and 
their greatest enemy, commun- 
ism. But President Eisenhower 
- who probably never gave a 
thought to such things until 
he started running for the 
presidency — has revealed that 
he is still pretty muddle- 
headed on the basic differ- 
ences between the free, open 
American system and the slave 
state of communism. Only two 
years ago he told newsmen 
that shortly after the end of 
the war in Europe, he had a 
long talk withMarshal Zhukov. 
Zhukov, in case you have for- 
gotten, was a wartime Russian 
general. Then, for a while, 
he was Defense Minister under 
Bulganin, and helped Khrush- 
chev mow down the Hungarian 
freedom fighters. When Khrush- 
chev deposed Bulganin and 
made himself Red Boss, he 
also purged Zhukov. 

But to get back to the Pres- 
ident. He and Zhukov talked 
about the American and Russian 
systems. And Mr. Eisenhower 


told the newsmen that he had 
a hard time defending the 
American system — that ‘‘we 
Americans have a very hard 
program to sell.” Can you 
imagine an American president 
having so little understand- 
ing of what America stands 
for, that he had a hard time 
defending our system against 
a system built on slavery, 
hunger, murder and constant 
oppression? 

So you can see why many 
troubled observers are asking 
if we are in for another 
Yalta. The President seems to 
be influenced on one side by 
a State Department riddled 
with the philosophy that we 
must butter up the Reds; and 
on the other side by the 
British Foreign Office with 
its eye on Soviet trade. 
Surely somewhere in America 
there are men to whom the 
President can turn for guid- 
ance and advice in the inter- 
est of steadfast American 
principles. 

And here is an interesting 
sidelight on that subject. 
Every once in a while, some- 
one asks why our greatest 


cr Pe YF OP het ete DD hkl 


we Ss 


-— (D me Fee SS YY 


~ * 


general — Douglas MacArthur - 
is not consulted on cold-war 
strategy. Well, recently an 
Illinois citizen asked the 
question again - of one of 
the President’s Senate lead- 
ers. He pointed out that Mac- 
Arthur will be 80 years old 
soon, and in these trying 
times the government should 
have the benefit of his advice 
before it is too late. The 
Senator wrote back that Gen- 


eral MacArthur did not want 
to help. So the Illinois cit- 
izen asked the General direct- 
ly if this was true. General 
MacArthur replied: “I have 
never been asked to partici- 
pate. The Senator is in 
error.” I guess it wouldn’t 
do to ask MacArthur’s advice 
while the be-kind-to-Reds 
boys are in the saddle. But 
who, I ask, is looking out 
for America? - John T. Flynn 


Foregoing items covered in Mutual network broadcast 10/4/59 
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Book Review 
A NEEDED OPERATION 


THE INOOME TAX: ROOT OF ALL 
EVIL (Revised Edition) by 
Frank Chodorov, 133 pages, 
Devin-Adair, N. Y., $2.75. 
Free America laid the 
groundwork for the abrogation 
of her freedom 46 years ago. 
It is true that our actual 
slide into the socialist 
morass was given its greatest 
push by the New Dealers and 
their successors, the Fair 
Dealers and Modern Republicans. 
But the weapon was provided by 
the 16th Amendment to the 
Constitution — the Income Tax 
Amendment. It was that amend- 
ment which put into the hands 
of our formerly severely lim- 
ited federal government the 
power to take, without limit, 


a portion or conceivably all 
of every American’s income. 

Frank Chodorov, in this 
easily and quickly read re- 
vised edition of his small 
classic (first published in 
1954), puts his finger on 
what he calls “‘the root of all 
evil.” He points out that the 
Income Tax Amendment is con- 
trary to the spirit and 
principles of the Constitu- 
tion of which it is a part 
because it gives the federal 
government first claim on 
each American’s earnings and 
so cancels out his natural 
right to own what he produces. 

Those who passed the Income 
Tax Amendment did not realize 
it at the time, but they were 








adopting one of the most im- 
portant clauses in the Com- 
munist Manifesto. That clause 
called for the confiscation 
of all property through the 
use of a heavily graduated 
income tax. The authors of 
the amendment did not foresee 
that it would be used to 
bring about the growth of an 
all-powerful central govern- 
ment which Americans —- and 
Americans alone —- had found 
the means to prevent. 

Not the least of the evils 
which the income tax has in- 
stalled in Washington is the 
self-perpetuating bureaucracy 
- a bureaucracy which Mr. 


EQUALITY OF PLENTY 


“Any government can immedi- 
ately establish equality of a 
sort by taking away property 
from the rich ‘haves’ and 
distributing it among the 
poor ‘have-nots.’ Currently 
that is what we are doing 
through progressive income 
taxation, social security, 
unemployment doles, public 
housing, farm subsidies, fed- 
eral aid, etc. Whenever and 
wherever a government has un- 
dertaken equal distribution 
of the wealth, the ‘have-nots’ 
didnot become less poor. Not- 
able examples are the French 
and Russian Revolutions. 


Chodorov shows (in a new 
chapter) is actually taking 
over the lawmaking powers of 
the people’s representatives 
in the Congress. 

Mr. Chodorov believes that 
to save the American system 
and its concomitant freedom, 
a major operation is necess- 
ary — the complete excision 
of the 16th Amendment from 
the body of our Charter of 
liberty. A final chapter con- 
Sisting of questions and 
answers on the various prob- 
lems such action might entail, 
is an invaluable addition to 
this fine little book. 

- Rosalie Gordon 


“Why did these fail? Simply 
because confiscation of the 
property of the rich, even if 
honestly distributed among 
the general population, no 
more raises the level of 
wealth than a cup of water 
appreciably raises the level 
of the water in a bathtub. 
The net result of those two 
revolutions was to produce an 
equality of poverty. This is 
always easy to do and any 
dictatorship can do it. What 
dictators cannot accomplish 
is something far more dif fi- 
cult -— an equality of plenty. 

**Here in America we had 





made considerable progress paternalistic government at 
toward an equality of plenty Washington, which has set up 
in a capitalistic economy... a bureaucracy that is devital- 
But our forward march has been izing the initiative and 
sadly interrupted, if not self-relianceof ourcitizenry. 


completely halted, in recent - George Peck in the 
years. We have permitted the syndicated column, 
development of a centralized, THE AMERICAN WAY 


TO WEST COAST LISTENERS 

We are pleased to announce that the John T. Flynn Radio 
Commentary can now be heard on the following stations each 
Sunday at 7:30 P. M. Pacific Standard Time: 


KGON - Portland, Ore. 
KAYO - Seattle, Wash. 
KOBY - San Francisco, Calif. 
KITO - San Bernardino, Calif. 


“A friend of mine was in Yugoslavia recently. In Belgrade 
a Communist Party official pointedout to him a brandnew hot- 
el in which Communist dictator Tito was preparing to enter- 
tain the Communist dictator of North Viet-Nam. It had been 


built entirely with economic aid from the United States.” 
Dr. George S. Benson 
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